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Remarks 

This Amendment is filed in response to both the Official Action dated March 15, 
2007, and the in-person interview conducted with the Examiner on September 1 1 , 2007 
in connection with the above-referenced application. In this Amendment, claims 1, 8, 
12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 22 and 26 are amended and new dependent claims 30-37 are 
added. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8, 10-12, 14, 16 and 18-37 are currently pending. 
Reconsideration of this application is hereby requested in view of the remarks below 
and the aforementioned interview. 

I. Prior Art Rejections 

All claims pending prior to the present Office Action stand rejected on prior art 
grounds as being obvious over the prior art under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a). The 
primary basis for this rejection is the Kobashi et al. article {"Kobasht') in combination 
with both U.S. Patent No. 6,666,817 to Li {"W) and U.S. Patent No. 5,934,283 to Willem 
et al. {"Willem"). As to some of the claims, the Examiner has also relied on U.S. Patent 
No. 6,197,036 to Tripp et al. {"Tripp") in the combination. These rejections were 
discussed at the interview on September 11, 2007 as summarized below. For the 
reasons stated in the summary below and agreed to by the Examiner, it is submitted 
that the rejections are now overcome and the application is in condition for allowance. 

II. Interview 

On September 11, 2007, the undersigned and inventor, Bryon Merade, 
conducted an in-person interview with the Examiner in connection with the prior art 
rejection. The Examiner is greatly thanked for the courtesy of granting the interview. 

In that interview, amendments to claim 1 were proposed to the Examiner. The 
undersigned and Mr. Merade explained to the Examiner that the proposed claim recites 
a sling portion fabricated from a first material selected for a property particularly well 
suited for support of a urethra; a bladder support portion fabricated from a second 
material selected for a property particularly well suited for support of a bladder; and the 
property particularly well suited for support of a urethra being absent from said second 
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material and said property particularly well suited for support of a bladder being absent 
in said first material. The undersigned and Mr. Merade further explained how the prior 
art references recited in the rejection do not, either singly or in combination with one 
another, disclose or suggest at least these recitations of the proposed claim. 

The Examiner agreed that the proposed claim 1 was neither disclosed nor 
rendered obvious by the prior art cited in the rejection and that the proposed claim was 
allowable. The Examiner further indicated that similar amendments made to the other 
independent claims in the application, namely, claims 12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 22 and 26, 
would also be allowable. This was indicated in the Interview Summary record 
completed by the Examiner at the interview. Accordingly, Applicant now formally 
submits in the present Amendment the amended claims 1 , 12, 14, 16, 18, 1 9, 22 and 26 
all in accordance with the agreement reached at the interview. Since all other pending 
claims are dependent to one of these independent claims, it is submitted that these 
other claims are allowable for at least the same reasons agreed to in the interview. 
Hence, all claims now being in an allowable condition, it is submitted that a Notice of 
Allowance for the present application is now in order. 

III. New Claims 

Applicant hereby adds new claims 30-37, each of which is dependent from one of 
the already pending independent claims. Support under 35 U.S.C. Section 1 1 2 for each 
of these newly added claims may be found at least in the last sentence of paragraph 
r00091 of the published version of the present application (U.S. 2005/0080317) . No new 
matter is introduced. 

In view of the fact that each of these new claims is dependent from an 
independent claim that was indicated as allowable at the interview, it is submitted that 
each of these dependent claims is allowable for at least the same reasons attributed to 
the independent claims. However, each of these new claims further defines and 
describes the present invention and is patentable over and above each of the 
independent claims. Hence, an indication of the allowable nature of these dependent 
claims is requested. 
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Conclusion 



In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that all pending claims, 1-3, 5-6, 8, 10-12, 
14, 16, 18-37 are in condition for allowance. An indication of such allowance is hereby 



If any questions or issues arise that are more easily addressed by the Examiner 
through direct communication with the undersigned, the Examiner is cordially to contact 
the undersigned at the number listed below. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fee which may be required in 
connection with this Amendment to Deposit Account No. 50-2809. 



INSKEEP Intellectual Property Group, Inc. 
Inskeep Intellectual Property Group, Inc. 
2281 W. 190th Street, Suite 200 
Torrance, CA 90504 
Phone: 310-755-7800 
Fax: 310-327-3466 

Customer No. 37,374 



requested. 



Dated: September 17, 2007 
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